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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 29 and 41 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 29-33, 37, 38, 41-45, 49, and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Ellis (US 2002/0174430) in view of Asamoto (US 7,017,179) 
and further in view of Kaminski (US 2002/0199185). 

Regarding claim 29, Ellis teaches a method of resolving conflicts for series 
recordings (Para. 198), the method comprising: 

receiving a user indication to schedule shows of a plurality of series for 
recording (Para. 197-199, 201, 203); 

assigning each series a different recording priority (Para. 198, 220); 

determining that a scheduled recording of a first show in a first series 
conflicts with a second show that is scheduled for recording (Para. 198, 200, 206, 
213); 
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cancelling the scheduled recording of the first show based on a first 
recording priority assigned to the first series, i.e. first show had a lower recording 
priority than a conflicting second show (Para. 206); 

displaying a first interface screen comprising a plurality of listings of 
programs that are scheduled for recording, i.e. program listing screen, series 
listings screen (Para. 205-206, 208, 225, 334); 

displaying, in the first interface screen, a first indication that the scheduled 
recording of the first show has been canceled (Para. 206); 

receiving a user selection to switch from the first interface screen to a 
second interface screen, wherein the second interface screen indicates the 
recording priorities assigned to the series, i.e. selecting the record option from a 
program information screen and switching the recording setup screen which 
includes a list of recording priorities available for a scheduling a program (Para. 
196-198, 213-214); and 

receiving a user request, through the second interface screen, to increase 
the first recording priority assigned to the first series such that the scheduled 
recording of the first show is no longer canceled, i.e. modifying an existing 
scheduled program (Para. 213-214). 

Ellis does not clearly teach using a single keystroke to switch from a 
screen to the recording setup screen; and having the second interface screen 
include the plurality of scheduled series programs with the recording priorities. 
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Asamoto teaches an interface screen that includes a plurality of programs 
with the priorities and allows a user to modify the priorities (Fig. 7; Col. 10, lines 
1-43). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Ellis' recording setup screen to include 
the plurality of scheduled series programs with the recording priorities, as taught 
by Asamoto, for the purpose of allowing the user to have a better viewing 
experience by recording the most important shows that the user would like to see 
in the memory provided. 

Ellis in view of Asamoto does not clearly teach using a single keystroke to 
switch from a screen to the recording setup screen. 

Kaminski teaches using a single keystroke to switch from a screen to a 
recording schedule or recording options screen, i.e. using the "B" or "C" button on 
the remote control (Fig. 8; Para. 76-78). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Ellis in view of Asamoto to include 
using a single keystroke to switch from a screen to the recording setup screen, 
as taught by Kaminski, for the purpose of having quicker access to the most 
often used screens in a PVR/DVR interface. 

Regarding claim 30, Ellis in view of Asamoto in view of Kaminski teaches 
the second show is in a second series (Ellis-Para. 198, 200, 206, 213), and 
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wherein canceling the scheduled recording of the first show comprises: 
determining that the first recording priority assigned to the first series is 

lower than a second recording priority assigned to the second show (Ellis-Para. 

198, 206); and 

canceling the scheduled recording of the first show in response to the 
determining (Ellis-Para. 198, 206). 

Regarding claim 31 , Ellis in view of Asamoto in view of Kaminski teaches 
canceling the scheduled recording for the second show in response to the 
increase of the first recording priority assigned to the first series, i.e. modifying 
the recording priority and cancelling the lowest priority show during a time conflict 
(Ellis-Para. 198,206,213). 

Regarding claim 32, Ellis in view of Asamoto in view of Kaminski teaches 
receiving, through another single keystroke by the user, a user selection to 
switch from the second interface screen back to the first interface screen, i.e. 
pressing the program guide button on the remote control to open the program 
listing (Ellis-Para. 195-196, 205-206; Kaminski-Fig. 4); 

displaying the first interface screen comprising the plurality of listings of 
the programs that are scheduled for recording (Ellis-Para. 195-196, 205-206); 
and 
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displaying, in the first interface screen, a second indication that the 
scheduled recording of the second show has been canceled (Ellis-Para. 206). 

Regarding claim 33, Ellis in view of Asamoto in view of Kaminski teaches 
displaying a no-record icon with a listing for the first show (Ellis-Para. 206). 

Regarding claim 37, Ellis in view of Asamoto in view of Kaminski teaches 
displaying, in the second interface screen, a list of the plurality of series with 
shows scheduled for recording, wherein an order of the list indicates a relative 
recording priority of each series (Ellis-Para. 213-214, 225, 229-230, 334-336; 
Asamoto-Fig. 7). 

Regarding claim 38, Ellis in view of Asamoto in view of Kaminski teaches 
receiving a user indication of the first series from the list (Ellis-Para. 213-214; 
334-336; Asamoto-Fig. 7); and 

receiving a user request to change a relative position of the first series in 
the list (Ellis-Para. 213-214; 334-336; Asamoto-Fig. 7; Col. 10, lines 1-42). 

Regarding claim 41 , claim is analyzed with respect to claim 29. Ellis in 
view of Asamoto in view of Kaminski further teaches an apparatus for resolving 
conflicts for series recordings, the apparatus comprising: 
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a user input device, i.e. remote control (Ellis-Fig. 2a, el. 212; Fig. 2b, el. 
9906; Fig. 2c, el. 9936; Fig. 3, el. 308; Kaminski-Fig. 4); 

a display device (Ellis-Fig. 2a, el. 206; Fig. 2b, el. 9904; Fig. 2c, el. 9926); 

and 

control circuitry (Ellis- Fig. 2a, el. 202, 204; Fig. 2b, el. 9902; Fig. 2c, el. 
9922, 9924). 

Regarding claim 42, claim is analyzed with respect to the combination of 
claims 30 and 41 . 

Regarding claim 43, claim is analyzed with respect to the combination of 
claims 31 and 41 . 

Regarding claim 44, claim is analyzed with respect to the combination of 
claims 32 and 41 . 

Regarding claim 45, claim is analyzed with respect to the combination of 
claims 33 and 41 . 

Regarding claim 49, claim is analyzed with respect to the combination of 
claims 37 and 41 . 
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Regarding claim 50, claim is analyzed with respect to the combination of 
claims 38 and 41 . 

4. Claims 34-36, 39, 40, 46-48, 51 , and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as 
being unpatentable over Ellis in view of Asamoto in view of Kaminski and further in view 
of Lajoie (US 5,850,218). 

Regarding claim 34, Ellis in view of Asamoto in view of Kaminski teaches 
all elements of claim 29. 

Ellis in view of Asamoto in view of Kaminski further teaches displaying a 
first icon and a second icon with the first interface screen, i.e. "B" icon and "C" 
icon (Kaminski-Fig. 8, el. 850; Ellis-Para. 205-206, 208, 225); 

associating the first icon with an interface screen (Kaminski-Para. 78); and 

associating the second icon with a second interface screen (Ellis-Para. 
196-198, 213-214; Kaminski-Para. 78), wherein receiving the user selection to 
switch from the first interface screen to the second interface screen comprises 
receiving a user selection of the second icon (Ellis-Para. 196-198, 213-214; 
Kaminski-Para. 78). 

Ellis in view of Asamoto in view of Kaminski does not clearly teach 
associating the first icon with the first interface screen. 

Lajoie teaches associating a first icon with a first interface screen, i.e. "A" 
icon for program guide by time (Fig. 17, 20); and associating a second icon with 
a second interface screen, i.e. "B" icon for program guide by theme (Fig. 17, 20). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Ellis in view of Asamoto in view of 
Kaminski's first icon to be associated with the first interface screen, using the 
technique taught by Lajoie, for the purpose of having quicker access to the most 
often used screens in a PVR/DVR interface. 

Regarding claim 35, Ellis in view of Asamoto in view of Kaminski in view of 
Lajoie teaches maintaining the display of the first icon and the second icon when 
the second interface screen is displayed, i.e. when the second icon is selected, 
the interface changes to the second interface, and the same icons are displayed 
at the bottom of the screen (Ellis-Para. 196-198, 213-214; Kaminski-Para. 78; 
Lajoie-Fig. 20, 21). 

Regarding claim 36, Ellis in view of Asamoto in view of Kaminski in view of 
Lajoie teaches receiving a user selection of the first icon (Lajoie-Fig. 19; Col. 26, 
lines 26-48); and 

switching from the second interface screen to the first interface screen in 
response to receiving the user selection of the first icon (Lajoie-Fig. 19; Col. 26, 
lines 26-48). 

Regarding claim 39, Ellis in view of Asamoto in view of Kaminski teaches 
all elements of claim 29. 
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Ellis in view of Asamoto in view of Kaminski further teaches receiving a 
user selection to switch from the first interface screen or the second interface 
screen to a third interface screen, wherein the third interface screen comprises a 
plurality of listings of recorded programs (Ellis-Para. 225, 229, 230, 309; 
Kaminski-Fig. 8). 

Ellis in view of Asamoto in view of Kaminski does not clearly teach 
receiving a user selection through a single keystroke by the user to switch from 
the first interface screen or the second interface screen to a third interface 
screen. 

Lajoie teaches associating a first icon with a first interface screen, i.e. "A" 
icon for program guide by time (Fig. 17, 20); associating a second icon with a 
second interface screen, i.e. "B" icon for program guide by theme (Fig. 17, 20); 
and associating a third icon with a third interface screen, i.e. "C" icon for program 
guide by title (Fig. 17, 20); and switching from one screen to another by pressing 
the associated button on the remote control at any time while being presented 
with one of the other three screens (Fig. 19; Col. 26, lines 26-48). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Ellis in view of Asamoto in view of 
Kaminski to include receiving a user selection through a single keystroke by the 
user to switch from the first interface screen or the second interface screen to a 
third interface screen, using the technique taught by Lajoie, for the purpose of 
having quicker access to the most often used screens in a PVR/DVR interface. 
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Regarding claim 40, Ellis in view of Asamoto in view of Kaminski in view of 
Lajoie teaches displaying a visual indication of an estimated time until at least 
one of the recorded programs will be deleted (Ellis-Fig. 36, el. 2206; Para. 309). 

Regarding claim 46, claim is analyzed with respect to the combination of 
claims 34 and 41 . 

Regarding claim 47, claim is analyzed with respect to the combination of 
claims 35 and 41 . 

Regarding claim 48, claim is analyzed with respect to the combination of 
claims 36 and 41 . 

Regarding claim 51 , claim is analyzed with respect to the combination of 
claims 39 and 41 . 

Regarding claim 52, claim is analyzed with respect to the combination of 
claims 40 and 41 . 
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Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JEREMY DUFFIELD whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1643. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Thurs. 8:00 A.M. -5:30 
P.M. EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Scott Beliveau can be reached on (571) 272-7343. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



13 August 2008 
JSD 

/Scott Beliveau/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2623 



